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G201-1
Table 4.18-1 includes updated dissolved oxygen data.

G201-2
Sections 4.13.1 and 4.18.1.2 contain updated information from the
USEPA about the Halaco facility.



G201-3

G201-4

G201-5

G201-6

2006/G201

G201-3
As stated in Section 4.18.2, the Applicant would have to adhere to
TMDL requirements.

G201-4
As stated in response to Comment G201-3, the Applicant or its
designated representative would have to comply with all
International, Federal, state, and local laws and regulations for
construction and operations, including MARPOL Annex V.

Procedures for compliance with Federal, state, and local laws and
regulations, including MARPOL 73/78, must be thoroughly
documented in the deepwater port operations manual. The port
cannot commence operations until the USCG has reviewed and
approved the operations manual.

G201-5
Impact WAT-1 in Section 4.18.4 has been revised and contains
additional information about the determination of the size of spills
discussed.

G201-6
Section 2.2.2.6 and Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 have been
revised to provide a more detailed explanation of discharges of
treated black water from the FSRU. A USCG-approved Marine
Sanitation Device (MSD) on the FSRU would use a sewage
digester to reduce the black water volume. The MSD would
generate approximately 85 to 90 gallons per day of treated black
water and 55 to 60 gallons of sludge per day. The sludge would be
packaged and transported offshore for proper disposal. The
monthly discharge of treated black water would not exceed 2,642
gallons per month under the FSRU's NPDES permit.

The document assumes that the Applicant would operate the
equipment on the FSRU correctly and must comply with the
stipulations of the NPDES permit. Any release of black water in
excess of the NPDES permitted quantities would result in a
violation.

Section 2.2.2.6 and Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 discuss gray
water treatment on board the FSRU. Approximately 2,625 gallons
of treated gray water would be discharged per week. "The gray
water would be treated using filtration to separate particulate matter
and UV oxidation to destroy dissolved organic materials. Discharge
of treated gray water to the ocean would be in accordance with a
facility-specific NPDES permit issued by the USEPA." Discharges
would be estimated based on the requirements of the NPDES



permit; therefore, it is unlikely that discharges would not meet the
NPDES standards.

Impacts WAT-1 and WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 have been revised
and contain additional information about the impacts of discharges
of gray water and black water.
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Continued

G201-7

G201-8

G201-9

G201-10
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G201-6 Continued

G201-7
Impact WAT-2 in Section 4.18.4 contains revised text addressing
the conclusions with respect to turbidity.

G201-8
Section 4.18.1 contains revised information on the location of
contaminated sediments and the relationship between such
location and proposed Project activities.

G201-9
Impact WAT-2 in Section 4.18.4 has been revised to contain
additional information on the length of time that turbidity would be
anticipated to be elevated due to construction. Tables 2.5-1 and
4.3-2 provide the duration of FSRU mooring and offshore pipeline
construction.

G201-10
Impact WAT-2 in Section 4.8.4 has been updated to clarify the
conclusions about the release of drilling fluids at the HDB exit
holes.



G201-10
Continued

G201-11

G201-12

G201-13

G201-14
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G201-10 Continued

G201-11
Section 4.1.4 defines "temporary" and "short-term" as follows:
Temporary - returns to baseline conditions after the activity stops;
and
Short-term - returns to baseline conditions on its own within one
year of the activity.

G201-12
Impact WAT-3 in Section 4.18.4 contains additional information on
the measures that would be implemented to reduce the potential for
a release of drilling fluids. Because the Applicant would use HDB
instead of HDD, the spill potential would be reduced. As discussed
in Section 2.6.1, "The main difference between HDB and HDD is
that in the HDB methodology a pump, located near the drill head, is
used to return excess drilling fluid and cutting spoils back to the drill
rig for separation and recycling. As a result, drilling can occur using
lower drilling fluid pressure, which minimizes or eliminates the risk
of these fluids escaping into the surrounding formation or to the
surface." Therefore, the use of HDB, in and of itself, would reduce
the potential for drilling fluid releases.

The Drilling Fluid Release Monitoring Plan (Appendix D) is both a
monitoring and response plan. Sections 4.1.2, 4.1.3, and 4.1.4 of
the Plan describe the monitoring methods; including visual
inspection, use of tracer dye, sampling, and divers; that would be
used to ensure that no release has occurred. Section 5 of the Plan
describes the procedures that would be undertaken if any release is
suspected. Section 6 describes in detail the different operating
conditions and monitoring methods for each. Section 7 describes
the HDB drilling clean-up procedures. The Applicant is responsible
for implementing the Plan; however, the CSLC would monitor all
aspects of the Plan.

G201-13
As stated in Table 4.18-8, "[t]he State of California has adopted a
general storm water permit covering nonpoint source discharges
from certain industrial facilities and from construction sites involving
more than one acre. The Construction General Permit requires
preparation of a storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP)
and implementation of best management practices (BMPs) to
reduce the potential for pollutants (chemicals and sediment) to be
discharged from the construction site to waters of the State."



As indicated, the Applicant would be required under permit to
reduce the potential for pollutants to be discharged during
construction. To minimize the potential release and migration of
contaminants, the Applicant has incorporated erosion control during
construction (AM TerrBio-1a). In addition, the following mitigation
measures would minimize the potential release and migration of
contaminants during construction: a drilling fluid release monitoring
plan (MM WAT-3a), a strategic location for drilling fluids and
cuttings pit (MM WAT-4a), monitoring of stream crossing during
construction (MM WAT-4c), and backfilling, compaction, and
grading following construction (MM GEO-1b).

G201-14
Section 2.7.1.8 and Impact WAT-4 in Section 4.18.4 have been
revised. Hydrostatic test water from onshore pipe testing would not
be discharged to land; instead, it would be containerized and then
discharged at a publicly owned treatment works (POTW) in
accordance with Federal, State, and local regulations.
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Continued

G201-15

G201-16

G201-17

G201-18
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G201-14 Continued

G201-15
Section 2.2.2.6 and Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 have been
revised to provide a more detailed explanation of discharges of
treated black water from the FSRU. A USCG-approved Marine
Sanitation Device (MSD) on the FSRU would use a sewage
digester to reduce the black water volume. The MSD would
generate approximately 85 to 90 gallons per day of treated black
water and 55 to 60 gallons of sludge per day. The sludge would be
packaged and transported offshore for proper disposal. The
monthly discharge of treated black water would not exceed 2,642
gallons per month under the FSRU's NPDES permit.

The document assumes that the Applicant would operate the
equipment on the FSRU correctly and must comply with the
stipulations of the NPDES permit. Any release of black water in
excess of the NPDES permitted quantities would result in a
violation.

G201-16
Impacts WAT-1 and WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 have been revised
to include additional discussion of black and gray water discharges,
deck drainage, and bilge water for both the FSRU and Project
support and construction vessels.

G201-17
As discussed in Section 2.2.2.6, "[g]ray water (from showers and
sinks) would be collected for onboard treatment. Assuming that
each of the permanent crew of 30 personnel used approximately 90
gallons (0.34 m3) per day, the total volume of gray water would be
approximately 2,700 gallons (10.2 m3) per day or 985,500 gallons
(3,730 m3) annually. The gray water would be treated using
filtration to separate particulate matter and UV oxidation to destroy
dissolved organic materials. Discharge of treated gray water to the
ocean would be in accordance with a facility-specific NPDES permit
issued by the USEPA."

Since gray water discharge would have to meet the facility-specific
NPDES permit, no further mitigation would be necessary.

G201-18
It is not possible to provide an exact estimate of the area or
locations of those areas that could be contaminated with oil at this
time because the final design has not been completed. With
respect to secondary containment and the potential discharge of



liquids from secondary containment areas, the Applicant would
have to comply with all applicable Federal, state, and local laws
and regulations for construction and operations. The Applicant
would also have to comply with RCRA, Oil or Hazardous Material
Pollution Prevention Regulations for Vessels in 33 CFR 155, Oil
Pollution Prevention regulations in 40 CFR 112, and its NPDES
permit.
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G201-18
Continued

G201-19

G201-20

G201-21

G201-22
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G201-18 Continued

G201-19
Section 2.2.2.4 and Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 have been
revised and contain an updated rainfall estimate and stormwater
volume.

G201-20
The Applicant must comply with all applicable International,
Federal, State and local laws and regulations. Table 4.18-8 lists the
International Convention on the Control of Harmful Anti-Fouling
Systems on Ships. January 1, 2008, is the anticipated effective
date of implementation of this International Convention.

G201-21
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. A closed loop tempered water cooling system, which
recirculates water, would be used instead of a seawater cooling
system, except during annual maintenance (four days for the
closed loop tempered water cooling system, and four days for the
Moss tanks when the inert gas generator [IGG] would be
operating).

Because seawater would only be used as non-contact cooling
water during these maintenance activities, the volume of seawater
used would be greatly reduced. Seawater would also be used for
ballast. Section 2.2.2.4 describes the proposed seawater uptakes
and uses for the FSRU. Appendix D5 describes seawater intakes
and discharges during Project operations, and Appendix D6
describes the closed loop water system and provides thermal
plume modeling analysis of discharges from the backup seawater
cooling system.

When either the backup seawater cooling system or the IGG are
operating, the temperature of the discharged seawater would be
elevated above ambient temperatures no more than 20°F at the
point of discharge and would be 1.39°F at 300 m from the point of
discharge during the worst case scenario. These thermal
discharges would comply with the California Thermal Plan (see
Sections 4.7.4 and 4.18.4 and Appendix D6).

G201-22
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. The Applicant has reduced the number of LNG carriers



that would call on the FSRU annually from a maximum of 130 to a
maximum of 99. As a result, the number of LNG carriers docking at
the FSRU weekly would be reduced from an average of two to
three per week to one to two per week. Since a crew vessel would
meet each LNG carrier, the number of crew vessel trips to and from
Port Hueneme would also change. See Section 4.3 for more
information on this topic.

Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 has been revised and contains
additional information about discharges from Project service
vessels.

Impact WAT-5b in Section 4.18.4 has been revised and contains
additional information about potential petroleum discharges from
Project service vessels.

LNG carriers would be regulated under International and Federal
regulations and would have to comply with those regulations.
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Continued

G201-23

G201-24
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G201-22 Continued

G201-23
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. Section 4.6.1.3 and Impact AIR-5 in Section 4.6.4 contain
information on regulated air pollutant emissions and an updated
analysis of vessel emissions. Project vessel emissions would result
in a very minor contribution to region-wide atomospheric deposition.

G201-24
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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G203-1

G203-2

G203-3

G203-4

G203-5

G203-6
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G203-1
The EIS/EIR assumes that the Applicant would comply with all legal
requirements; Section 4.18.2 lists regulations related to water
quality. Secondary containment, discussed in Section 2.1, would
significantly reduce the likelihood of an accidental cargo release. In
addition, spills must be promptly reported and cleaned up.

G203-2
Impact WAT-1 in Section 4.18.4 has been revised and contains
additional information about the basis of the size of spills. Impact
WAT-2 contains additional information about turbidity and
resuspension of sediments. Impact WAT-3 contains additional
information about the release of drilling muds.

G203-3
Section 2.2.2.6 and Impact WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 have been
revised to provide a more detailed explanation of discharges of
treated black water. A USCG-approved Marine Sanitation Device
(MSD) on the FSRU would use a sewage digester to reduce the
black water volume. The MSD would generate approximately 85 to
90 gallons per day of treated black water and 55 to 60 gallons of
sludge per day. The sludge would be packaged and transported
offshore for proper disposal. The monthly discharge of treated black
water would not exceed 2,642 gallons per month under the FSRU's
NPDES permit.

G203-4
"Wastewater Treatment and Discharge" in Section 2.2.2.6 contains
information on gray water, which would be "treated using filtration to
separate particulate matter and UV oxidation to destroy dissolved
organic materials" and discharged in accordance with a
facility-specific NPDES permit issued by the USEPA. Section
4.18.2 contains information on the regulations with which BHPB
would comply to treat, discharge, and/or dispose of wastes and
wastewaters. Section 4.18.4, specifically Impact WAT-5a,
addresses the potential for such accidental discharges and
concludes based on the analysis therein that this potential impact
would be adverse but would be below the level of its significance
criteria. Potential impacts on the marine environment from such
discharges are discussed in Section 4.7.4.

G203-5
The proposed Project has been modified and Project pipelines
would be installed beneath the shore using technology with
horizontal directional boring (HDB) instead of horizontal direction
drilling technology because HDB uses lower drilling fluid pressure,
which minimizes or eliminates the risk of fluids escaping into the



surrounding formation or to the surface. The Drilling Fluid Release
Monitoring Plan (Appendix D1) contains training and monitoring
procedures to prevent releases of drilling fluid.

Section 4.18.4 Impact WAT-3 has been revised and contains
additional information about the measures used to prevent a drilling
fluid release.

G203-6
The implementation of the Drilling Fluid Release Monitoring Plan is
a mitigation measure (MM WAT-3a). The lead Federal and State
agencies share the responsibility to ensure that mitigation
measures are implemented. Table 6.1-1 in Chapter 6 is the basis
for the Mitigation Monitoring Program, which would be
implemented, consistent with section 15097(a) of the State CEQA
Guidelines, to ensure that each mitigation measure is incorporated
into Project design, construction, operation, and maintenance
activities.
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G203-7

G203-8

G203-9
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G203-7
As stated in Table 4.18-8, "[t]he State of California has adopted a
general storm water permit covering nonpoint source discharges
from certain industrial facilities and from construction sites involving
more than one acre. The Construction General Permit requires
preparation of a storm water pollution prevention plan (SWPPP)
and implementation of best management practices (BMPs) to
reduce the potential for pollutants (chemicals and sediment) to be
discharged from the construction site to waters of the State."

As indicated, the Applicant would be required under permit to
reduce the potential for pollutants to be discharged during
construction. To minimize the potential release and migration of
contaminants, the Applicant has incorporated erosion control during
construction (AM TerrBio-1a). In addition, the following mitigation
measures would minimize the potential release and migration of
contaminants during construction: a drilling fluid release monitoring
plan (MM WAT-3a), a strategic location for drilling fluids and
cuttings pit (MM WAT-4a), monitoring of stream crossing during
construction (MM WAT-4c), and backfilling, compaction, and
grading following construction (MM GEO-1b).

G203-8
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. A closed loop tempered water cooling system, which
recirculates water, would be used instead of a seawater cooling
system, except during annual maintenance (four days for the
closed loop tempered water cooling system, and four days for the
Moss tanks when the inert gas generator [IGG] would be
operating).

Because seawater would only be used as non-contact cooling
water during these maintenance activities, the volume of seawater
used would be greatly reduced. Seawater would also be used for
ballast. Section 2.2.2.4 describes the proposed seawater uptakes
and uses for the FSRU. Appendix D5 describes seawater intakes
and discharges during Project operations, and Appendix D6
describes the closed loop water system and provides thermal
plume modeling analysis of discharges from the backup seawater
cooling system.

When either the backup seawater cooling system or the IGG are
operating, the temperature of the discharged seawater would be
elevated above ambient temperatures no more than 20°F at the
point of discharge and would be 1.39°F at 300 m from the point of
discharge during the worst case scenario. These thermal



discharges would comply with the California Thermal Plan (see
Sections 4.7.4 and 4.18.4 and Appendix D6).

G203-9
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. The Applicant has reduced the number of LNG carriers
that would call on the FSRU annually from a maximum of 130 to a
maximum of 99. As a result, the number of LNG carriers docking at
the FSRU weekly would be reduced from an average of two to
three per week to one to two per week. Since a crew vessel would
meet each LNG carrier, the number of crew vessel trips to and from
Port Hueneme would also change. See Section 4.3 for more
information in this regard.

Section 2.1 contains information on the regulations that the LNG
carriers must meet under Vessel Standards Certificates of Class
including the International Convention for the Prevention of
Pollution from Ships. Section 4.18.2 contains information on the
regulations with which the Applicant would comply to treat,
discharge, and/or dispose of wastes and wastewaters. Impact
WAT-5a in Section 4.18.4 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 4.7.4 contains information on increases in marine traffic.
Sections 4.7.2 and 4.7.4 contain additional information describing
the regulatory requirements and mitigation measures designed to
prevent and further reduce the potential of any oil spills in the
marine environment and associated impacts on marine mammals
and fish.

Section 4.6.1.3 contains a revised discussion of Project emissions
from vessels and proposed control measures. Section 4.6.4
contains an updated analysis of impacts on air quality from the
FSRU and Project vessels and mitigation measures to address
potential impacts.
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